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dauntless man/'1 should be employed to reconquer isss.
the Soudan. Able and dauntless as he was, he
had not much hope. His communications with
the Egyptian Government showed plainly enough
how desperate he thought the enterprise with the
means at his disposal These despatches passed
through the hands of Sir Edward Malet, and were
therefore known to Lord Granville. The Cabinet
were also made aware by Colonel Stewart, who
knew the Soudan well, that Egypt had not the
men nor the money with which to recover the
possessions of Ismail. Throughout 1883 there was
only one power in Egypt, and that was the power
of England. Having the force and the know-
ledge,, Her Majesty's Ministers were morally bound
to prevent Egypt from rushing on disaster and
a British officer from committing suicide. But
the Cabinet were under a strong delusion to believe
a lie. They pretended that they had nothing to
do with the matter. " Her Majesty's Govern-
ment/' said Lord Granville, "are in no way
responsible for the operations in the Soudan, which
have been undertaken under the authority of the
Egyptian Government; or for the appointment or
action of General Hicks." The Prime Minister
knew, if the Foreign Secretary did not, that no May 7,1
diplomatic fiction will cover moral responsibility.
" The faith in the power of phrases to alter facts/'
says a shrewd and well-informed critic, " has never
been more strangely manifested than in this idea
that we could shake off our virtual responsibility
for the policy of Egypt in the Soudan by a formal
disclaimer."2 When Hicks left Khartoum on the
9th of September 1888, the British Government
were as much answerable for Ms proceedings as if
Lord Hartington had ordered him to go. Hicks

1 Wingate's Mahdiism and the Egyptian Soudan^ p. 74.
2 Milner's England in Egypt, p. 84.